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^ Office of Oenend Counsel
Fedonl Election
999 E Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: Response of the Service Employees International Union to
the Complaint in Matter Under Review 6124

Dear Sir or Madam:

The Service Employees Intemation^
complaint filed with the Federal Election C<mimi§sion(^FEC^ on October 28, 2(X)8 by Raren
Glass, Michael R. Casaretto and the National Right to Work Ugal Defense and Education
Foundation, Inc. (hereinafter "Gunplainf* or "CompL").

The Complaint alleges that during its 2008 convention SEIU amended its constitution ui a
maiiner wnich cantos conlribitf
Service Employees International UnkmOminutleeonPolhicalEAicaim

iti^
FECA§ 316Xb)0XA)wW(Aprom'bitsseparatesegregatedfundse
labor organizations nW making contributions OT
value secured by ...financial reprisals, or me threat of... financial reprisal.n 2U.S.C. §
441b(bXAX3).

As amended at the 2008 convention, section 18(a) of Article XV of me SEIU
constitution, which is titled * )̂uties of Ix>calU
•̂ BKaterf niirti fiTmT «ti?1| n̂ intnKiî  mm armiMil •mnmif ̂ pmmlmit to ̂  M pig TtmmW <ir •«

determined annually by the International Executive Board (T^
politjcal ̂ KMrtî ii and actiioin »>roflt*>Tn M Thi« "fimHuiiMing nMiop̂ qp** of the locri wiiony may
be satisfied by voluntary member comtibim'ons to SEIU COPE or by member contcibu^

AiymiyftiMi fyy 0|p TRRT If a local VTiJO" ̂ ^ff tP JPBgt thlff fjirfAyi ring
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obligation, it must contribute its own funds equal to the deficiency plus 50%, or such other
amount determined by the IEB, to support the union's poUtical education and action program.
For several reasons, the Complaint tails to state any basis for fmdmg reason to believe that the
amendment to section 18(a) has violated FECA § 316(bXA)(3).

The Complaint fails to identity any SEIU member who rias been coerced in any manner
O into contributing to SEIU COPE by reason of the amendment (or otnerwise, for u^ matter.).
<tf Complainant Karen Glass is identified as a permanent part-time food sendee ernployee who is "a
^ rnember of the baigammg unit represented by [SEIU^ Compl.il. Ms. Glass does
K not allege mat she has contributed to SEIU COPE or has ever been solicited to contribute.
f\j Furthermore, it is reasonable to assume that if Glass knows of union members who have been
^ coerced, or might have been coerced, she would have said so. But the complaint is silent in this
!J regard as well.
O
fH Tne Complaint fllffo flllflgftff thflt me other individual <*wiiJi"n<>tl*, Michael R. Casaretto

•fraa researched the matters set forth m this cmnplahit," Cornel 2, but hails to identify any
member of SEIU whom Casaretto believes has been coerced into imuom} contributions to COPE
as a result of the constitutional amendment or otherwise. As set forth in the Declaration of
Robert Hauptman, the 2008 amendment to tte SEIU omstitutic^ incorporates a lo^
practice adopted by the IEB at least as eariy as 2000. Notwithstanding the existence of mis
policy, with a single exception mere have been no complaints by SEIU members anywhere
concerning alleged coercion by local unions. The exception involved a complaint by several
disgruntled former local employees who alleged that Ihey had been coerced into pcfticipating in
union political activities, including making connibutiona to SEIU COPE. After intoviews with
nmnerous local umon employees whi&
whether employees were coerced to engage in political activmes or contribute to SEIU COPE

^ ih* finmtniMiAn itiamiMed dia mmplnint finding tf^t «*tfww «M nn gui^nM nf fioapaimi on

which to follow up." MUR5437, General Counsel's Report # 3, at 7 (April 18,2007).

In addition to the complete absence of allegations of actual coercion, mere is no reason to
HB riiat Ifa fm^yigr! QflmFtifaitiflnal pmviainin might lead localuniODS

of member contributions, even assum^utatnu possibility stand
toimidaviolaticmofFECA§316(bXAX3).Tneieqwrementtn^
ofSEIUCX)PEsinj»po]tsetformhimecciistitim^ Assuming an
average annual contribution of $48.00 per member, onryl/8m of a local's members need
contribute to COPE for the union to meet the $6.00 per member goal See Hauptman Dec., f 4.
Ix>cdl50,tnebargainmgrepieBentativewr^reC^^
fundraising obligation with ease. See, Hauptman Dec., 15.

White section 18(a) of the constitution encourages SEIU locd unions to raise voluntary
contribtitions to SEIU COPE, such fandraismg is pc Trie Art aolFEC regulations
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Hilftur ^mfang and rmpnrftrinng to gnemirqp cnrtrihiiti^m ft* tJmr pfll'ticfl1 fffti
For example, a local union may include a suggested Adeline for contributions to its connect
pe^ and ft niay include this gimielto A
union or corporation may also encourage contribim'ons by sponsoring fimdrai^
etc. SeellCFR§114.S(bX2).

Finally, SEIU complies fully with the FEC regulations tfmt have been adopted to ensure
the voluntariness of contributions made to union and coiporate political action committees.
Specifically, SEIU informs its members mat mey are not re<niired to contribute to COPE as a
condition of membership in the union and that inembers may contribute more or less than any
suggested amount. See 1 1 CFJL|{ 114.5(aX2)t (aX4). Members are further advised that
contributions are for poUtic^ purposes. SeeU CJJL§^ And, most importantly,
they must afBnnan'vely agree to make me contribution. SeeHauptmanDec.,16. Cf. FECv.
National Education Association. 457 F. Simp. 1 102 (D.D.C. 1978) (prohibiting reverse checkoff
procedure). "Mfltfifag in the Co"̂ **11* c^lf into quertiopi these facts which WP"^ 1^vt the

oUigBtioii of local i™<yi« embodied in the SEIU constitution does not lead to
involuntary contributions on me part of any member

Given the complete dearm of supporting &cts, his unclear how the FEC could begin to
investigate the allegations in the Comrilaintwithom undertaking a nationwide
to find the proverbial needle ma haystack. The Commission should therefore take no action on
the Complaint in MUR 6124.

Sincerely,

Michael B.Trister


